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Before WLLI AVS, MOTZ, and SHEDD, Circuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opi nion.
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United States Attorney, Raleigh, North Carolina, for Appellee.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Craig O Copley appeals the district court’s orders denying
his pro se notions for discharge and reconsideration. We have
reviewed the record and find no reversible error. Copley’ s notions
were filed within 180 days of the district court’s revocation of
his conditional rel ease and were, thus, premature. See 18 U.S.C.
8§ 4247(d) (2000). In addition, notions for discharge nmay not be
made pro se and, instead, nust be filed by either counsel or a
| egal guardian. [d. Therefore, we affirm W dispense with oral
argunent, because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately
presented in the materials before the court and argunment woul d not

ai d the decisional process.
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